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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a}. In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this oommunication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10/24/05 . 
2q)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) K Claim(s) 1-37 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) n Claim{s) 1^3 is/are rejected. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Election 

Applicants' election of the invention of Group I, claims 1-3, and the species of 
Figure 1 is acknowledged. The election was made with traverse. Applicants' argu- 
ments have been considered but are not however effective in demonstrating that the 
restriction and species election requirements are improper. 

Applicants argue there has been no showing that examination of the different 
inventive groups in this case would be burdensome. This point is disputed however 
inasmuch as the method claims of non-elected Group II require searching a method 
subclass, which is not part of the of the normal examination search for the apparatus 
claims of elected Group I. Furthermore, the examination burden is not limited to the 
prior art search but also includes the effort required to apply the art by making and 
discussing all appropriate grounds of rejection. Multiple inventions, such as those in the 
present application, normally require additional reference material and further discus- 
sion for each additional invention examined. Concurrent examination of multiple inven- 
tions would thus typically involve a significant burden even if all searches were coex- 
tensive. The restriction requirement in this case is therefore considered proper and is 
consequently made final. 

With regard to the species election requirement, applicants further state that all 
claims are readable on the elected Figure 1 species. It is agreed that all claims in 
elected Group I, i.e. claims 1-3, do in fact read on the elected Figure 1 species. It is 
debatable however whether all claims in non-elected Group II also read on the elected 
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species, but tliis point is moot since only the claims of elected Group I must be exam- 
ined. Group II, claims 4-37, Is consequently withdrawn from consideration, and an 
action on the merits of Group I, claims 1-3, is set forth below. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC 112 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as being indefi- 
nite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which appli- 
cants regard as the invention. 

The claims are considered vague and indefinite for the following reasons: 

Claim 1 and related dependent claims 2-3 recite a "high pressure combustor" and 
an "intermediate pressure combustor". The term "intermediate" however only has 
meaning when used in conjunction with both higher and lower reference values. The 
present claims include no low pressure combustor or other element that would serve to 
provide a low pressure reference point for the "intermediate pressure combustor". 

The claims also recite a high pressure turbine (claim 2) and an intermediate 
pressure turbine (claim 3) but no low pressure turbine. The "intermediate pressure 
turbine" thus suffers from the same problem as the "intemriediate pressure combustor" 
discussed above. 



Application/Control Number: 10/698.842 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3746 

Claim 1 and dependent claims 2-3 further describe the high pressure combustor 
as having "a water recycle temperature control subassembly", and the claims addi- 
tionally describe the intermediate pressure combustor as having "a CO2 recycle temper- 
ature control assembly". These limitations are not fully understood. The preferred 
embodiment appears to merely connect each respective combustor with a water or CO2 
recycle line. Is the so-called 'temperature control subassembly" simply the recycle line, 
and if not, what other specific structure are applicants attempting to claim? Further- 
more, the tenn "recycle" only has meaning if the fluid flow(s) involved originate from 
some downstream point in a given system, but in the present claims, the water and CO2 
recycle fluids have no clear point of origin. 

It is additionally emphasized that while the claims are drawn to a "power gen- 
eration system", claim- 1 merely recites a pair of combustors with temperature controls. 
The claim lacks even a nominally recitation of any power extraction device, hence, it is 
not seen how the apparatus in claim 1 can be called "a power generation system". 

References 

Viteri et al and LeBas et al are cited as disclosing pertinent examples of prior art 
gas turbine engines with water and/or CO2 recycle systems. 
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